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AMENDED
5182508 A123726 First Appellate District, Div. 4 SEABRIGHT INSURANCE
COMPANY v. U.S. AIRWAYS,
INC./(LUJAN)

Extension of time granted
On application of appellants and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file
the joint answer to the amicus curiae briefs is extended to May 4, 2011.

S188068 A124763 First Appellate District, Div. 5 SMITH (DONALD) v. S.C.
(PEOPLE)

Extension of time granted

On application of real party in interest and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to

serve and file the reply brief on the merits is extended to April 30, 2011.

$191405 TATE (CLARENCE
DEMETRIUS) v. S.C.
(PEOPLE)

Transferred to Court of Appeal, Second Appellate District

The above-entitled matter is transferred to the Court of Appeal, Second Appellate District, for

consideration in light of Hagan v. Superior Court (1962) 57 Cal.2d 767. In the event the Court of

Appeal determines that this petition is substantially identical to a prior petition, the repetitious

petition must be denied.

S$191820 B230849 Second Appellate District, Div. 6 PEOPLE v. HALL (JAMES
SEAN)

Transferred to Court of Appeal, Second Appellate District

The above-entitled matter is transferred to the Court of Appeal, Second Appellate District,

Division Six, for consideration in light of Hagan v. Superior Court (1962) 57 Cal.2d 767. In the

event the Court of Appeal determines that this petition is substantially identical to a prior petition,

the repetitious petition must be denied.
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The Supreme Court of California convened in its courtroom in the Ronald Reagan State
Office Building, Third Floor, South Tower, 300 South Spring Street, Los Angeles, California, on
Wednesday, April 6, 2011, at 9:00 a.m.

Present: Chief Justice Tani Cantil-Sakauye, presiding, and Associate Justices Kennard,
Baxter, Werdegar, Chin, and Corrigan.

NOTE: In light of the current vacancy on the California Supreme Court, a different justice
of the Court of Appeal has been assigned to participate in each case scheduled for argument,
pursuant to the court’s established alphabetical rotation procedure.

Officers present: Frederick K. Ohlrich, Clerk, and Gail Gray, Calendar Coordinator.

The Honorable Kathryn Doi Todd, Associate Justice, Court of Appeal, Second Appellate
District, Division Two, sitting on the following case, under assignment by the Chairperson of the
Judicial Council, joined the court at the bench.

S181781 Oasis West Realty, LLC, Plaintiff and Respondent,
V.
Kenneth A. Goldman et al., Defendants and Appellants.

Cause called. H. Steven Schiffres argued for Respondent.
Rex S. Heinke argued for Appellants.

Mr. Schiffres replied.
Cause submitted.
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Justice Doi Todd not participating in consideration of the following case, will not join the

bench.

The Honorable Richard D. Aldrich, Associate Justice, Court of Appeal, Second Appellate
District, Division Three, sitting on the following case under assignment by the Chairperson of the
Judicial Council, joined the court at the bench.

S181627

Dawn Renae Diaz, Plaintiff and Respondent,
V.
Jose Carcamo et al., Defendants and Appellants.

Cause called. Elwood Lui argued for Appellants.
Roland Wrinkle argued for Respondent.

Mr. Lui replied
Cause submitted.

Justice Aldrich not participating in consideration of the following case, will not join the

bench.

The Honorable Roger W. Boren, Administrative Presiding Justice, Court of Appeal,
Second Appellate District, sitting on the following case under assignment by the Chairperson of the
Judicial Council, joined the court at the bench.

S170577

Court adjourned.

Donald Sullivan et al., Plaintiffs and Appellants,
V.
Oracle Corporation et al., Defendants and Respondents.

Cause called. Charles Russell argued for Appellants.
Paul W. Cane, Jr., argued for Respondents.

Mr. Russell replied.
Cause submitted.
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SUPREME COURT OF CALIFORNIA
ORAL ARGUMENT CALENDAR
SAN FRANCISCO SESSION
MAY 3, 4 and 5, 2011

The following cases are placed upon the calendar of the Supreme Court for hearing at its
courtroom in the Earl Warren Building, 350 McAllister Street, Fourth Floor, San Francisco,
California, on May 3, 4 and 5, 2011.

S145337

S180567
S183320

S047867
S099414

S180289

S180862
S107856

S076175

(10) S180720

(11) S182629
(12) S180181

TUESDAY, MAY 3, 2011 — 9:00 A.M.

Stark v. Superior Court of Sutter County (People, Real Party in Interest)
(Cantil-Sakauye, C.J., not participating; Dondero and Duffy, JJ., assigned
justices pro tempore)

People v. Skiles (Danny Lee) (Elia, J., assigned justice pro tempore)

Inre K. C. (Gilbert, J., assigned justice pro tempore)

1:30 P.M.
People v. Virgil (Lester Wayne) [Automatic Appeal]
People v. Bivert (Kenneth Ray) [Automatic Appeal] (Haerle, J., assigned

justice pro tempore)
People v. Maikhio (Bouhn) (Coffee, J., assigned justice pro tempore)

WEDNESDAY, MAY 4, 2011 — 9:00 A.M.

Brown et al. v. Mortensen

In re Mark Christopher Crew on Habeas Corpus (Chavez, J., assigned justice
pro tempore)

People v. Loy (Eloy) [Automatic Appeal]

1:30 P.M.

Save the Plastic Bag Coalition v. City of Manhattan Beach (Croskey, J.,
assigned justice pro tempore)

Shalant v. Girardi et al. and consolidated case

People v. Murphy (Melissa Kay)
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THURSDAY, MAY 5, 2011 — 9:00 A.M.

(13) S075616 People v. Gonzales (John Anthony) and Soliz (Michael) [Automatic Appeal]
(14) S075726 People v. Moore (Charles Edward) [Automatic Appeal]
(15) S064306 People v. Famalaro (John Joseph) [Automatic Appeal]

1:30 P.M.
(16) S176099 California Grocers Assn. v. City of Los Angeles et al. (Los Angeles Alliance
for a New Economy, Intervener)

Chief Justice

If exhibits are to be transmitted to this court, counsel must apply to the court for
permission. (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.224(c).)

NOTE: In light of the current vacancy on the California Supreme Court, a different justice
of the Court of Appeal has been or will be assigned to participate in each case scheduled for
argument, pursuant to the court’s established alphabetical rotation procedure. (A revised calendar
will be issued as soon as possible after the additional justices pro tempore are assigned.)



